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for research. The first round of grant 
announcement using these funds was 
actually just made. These funds will 
support innovative and promising new 
research opportunities in under-
standing and treating breast cancer. 

These efforts have begun to pay off. 
Through the development of ever-more 
effective diagnostic tools, like digital 
mammography, and through the devel-
opment of innovative new treatment 
and preventative drugs, like 
Tamoxifin, we are slowly but surely be-
ginning to get the upper hand on this 
disease. 

But early detection remains the key. 
That is why the American Cancer Soci-
ety recommendations on screening are 
so important: women aged 40 and above 
should have annual mammograms and 
clinical breast examinations; women 
aged 20 to 39 should have clinical ex-
aminations every three years; and all 
women 20 and over should conduct a 
breast self-examination every month. 

Finally, I would note that the Senate 
just this week passed the Breast and 
Cervical Cancer Treatment Act, a bill 
that ensures that women who do not 
have health insurance and who are 
found to have either breast or cervical 
cancer through the Federal Breast and 
Cervical Cancer Early Detection Pro-
gram, will get the follow-up care they 
need. 

We have come a long way from the 
days when former First Lady Betty 
Ford brought breast cancer out into 
the national discourse, beginning the 
long overdue dialogue and public 
awareness campaign to save women’s 
lives. But we still have much to do to 
match her courage and to live-up to 
her vision of the day when all women 
are appropriately screened and when 
we defeat breast cancer once and for 
all. 

During this month, I urge my col-
leagues in Congress and all Americans 
to reflect upon this issue, to support 
research and efforts, and to arm them-
selves with the knowledge they need to 
respond should the unthinkable occur 
in their lives or in the lives of a loved 
one. Working together, we can and will 
beat breast cancer.
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CHINA’s CONVENTIONAL FORCE 
MILITARY MODERNIZATION 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I call at-
tention to a report prepared at my re-
quest by the Library of Congress’ Con-
gressional Research Service entitled 
‘‘China’s Foreign Conventional Arms 
Acquisitions: Background and Anal-
ysis.’’ As ranking member of the Sub-
committee on International Security, 
Proliferation, and Federal Services of 
the Governmental Affairs Committee, I 
have been keenly interested in the im-
plications of Chinese conventional 
force modernization on Asian stability. 

I am providing copies of this excel-
lent analysis, which was authorized by 

Shirley Kan, Christopher Bolkcom, and 
Ronald O’Rourke, to all Senators. I be-
lieve my colleagues will find the report 
useful and insightful as we assess 
American policy towards China. 

The report examines the major for-
eign conventional weapon systems that 
China has acquired or has committed 
to acquire since 1990, with particular 
attention to implications for U.S. secu-
rity concerns. It pays special attention 
to Chinese air and naval acquisitions 
and describes how Chinese leaders 
began to pay greater attention to mod-
ernizing the People’s Liberation Army, 
PLA, in the early 1990s, transforming it 
from a force mainly oriented towards 
domestic security to one focused on 
modern warfare. Since then, China has 
ranked among the top 10 leading arms 
buyers among developing nations. 

According to the analysis, the cata-
lyst for PLA modernization, including 
the procurement of advanced foreign 
military equipment, was China’s view 
that its top security problem was pre-
venting Taiwan’s permanent separa-
tion and securing unification as ‘‘one 
China.’’ However, additional security 
goals may be precluding Japan’s rise as 
the strongest Asian power, ensuring 
Chinese influence over the Korean Pe-
ninsula, supporting Chinese claims to 
territory in the East and South China 
Seas, subduing India’s quest for power, 
and countering American power in the 
region. 

As China modernizes its forces, it is 
clear that arms sales from Russia are 
essential, providing advance aircraft, 
including Su–27 fighters, missile sys-
tems, submarines, and surface ships. 
The report is unclear as to the stra-
tegic advantage derived by Russia in 
selling such advanced systems to a 
country with which it historically has 
had difficulty along a shared border. 

The report concludes that the oper-
ational significance of these major 
qualitative upgrades through foreign 
arms acquisitions remains to be seen 
and will depend in large measure on 
the PLA’s ability to demonstrate an 
ability to conduct effective joint mili-
tary operations. 

The report also does an excellent job 
of comparing Chinese new conventional 
weapons to American capabilities, sug-
gesting that in most cases—with some 
critical exceptions—American forces 
still retain a tactical and strategic 
edge. For example, the report mentions 
the potential threat from a nuclear 
armed SS–N–22, an anti-ship cruise 
missile, and the superior capabilities of 
the Su–27 fighter aircraft. Obviously, 
the United States should not be com-
placent. The Chinese are, for the first 
time in modern history, developing a 
capability to project air and naval 
forces beyond their coastal areas. The 
Untied States needs to seek ways to 
address any threat to American inter-
ests as a result of that capability not 
only through pursuing our own mili-

tary modernization program but also 
through a strategic dialogue with 
China which reassures China that we 
have a shared desire in regional sta-
bility. Indeed, in many ways, initiating 
a productive diplomatic dialogue with 
China on Asian security may be more 
difficult than maintaining our quali-
tative edge on power projection. 

Again, I commend this excellent re-
port by the Congressional Research 
Service which was coordinated by Shir-
ley Kan, a specialist in National Secu-
rity Policy. It is one of the most com-
prehensive, unclassified assessments 
currently available on Chinese conven-
tional arms acquisitions. 
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VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, it has 
been more than a year since the Col-
umbine tragedy, but still this Repub-
lican Congress refuses to act on sen-
sible gun legislation. 

Since Columbine, thousands of Amer-
icans have been killed by gunfire. Until 
we act, Democrats in the Senate will 
read the names of some of those who 
have lost their lives to gun violence in 
the past year, and we will continue to 
do so every day that the Senate is in 
session. 

In the name of those who died, we 
will continue this fight. Following are 
the names of some of the people who 
were killed by gunfire one year ago 
today. 

October 10, 1999: 
Delbert Deaton, Dallas, TX; Sedric 

Gillespie, 24, Denver, CO; Julian La-
nier, 31, Denver, CO; Maria-Teresa 
Marquicias, San Francisco, CA; Dexter 
Lamont McKee, 19, Washington, DC; 
Cherry L. Minor, 22, New Orleans, LA; 
Donald Nelms, 56, Hollywood, FL; Jack 
Nowlin, 63, Miami-Dade County, FL; 
Joseph Ridual, San Francisco, CA; Noel 
Ridual, San Francisco, CA; Cliff Rob-
erts, 22, Bloomington, IN; Baltazar 
Torres, 18, Wilmington, DE; Craig Wat-
kins, 23, Baltimore, MD; Derrick 
White, 30, Oakland, CA; Anthony M. 
Witt, 27, Chicago, IL; Unidentified 
Male, 26, Norfolk, VA; and Unidentified 
Male, San Francisco, CA. 

One victim of gun violence I men-
tioned, 22-year-old Cherry Minor of 
New Orleans, was pregnant when she 
was shot and killed one year ago today. 
Cherry was at home with her two small 
children and a friend when her husband 
forced his way into her house and shot 
her in the head. Cherry was separated 
from her husband, who police say had a 
history of domestic violence. 

We cannot sit back and allow such 
senseless gun violence to continue. The 
deaths of these people are a reminder 
to all of us that we need to enact sen-
sible gun legislation now. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 10:15 Jan 05, 2005 Jkt 079102 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR00\S10OC0.000 S10OC0


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T12:18:36-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




